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S.N. 10/644,676 
Art Unit 3661 

Status of the claims 

1. This Office Action is the answer to the communication 
filed on 10/17/2003. Claims 1-5 are pending. 

Drawing 

2. This application has been filed with 2 sheets of 
formal drawings, and they are accepted for examinations. 

Priority 

3. This application claims priority from a US provisional 
application 60/405,335 filed on 8/21/2002. 

Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 

forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office Action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 

4. Independent claims 1, 3, and 5 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Lowrey et al. (US Pat. 
6,611,740), in view of Chittipeddi (US Pat. 6,246,325), in 
view of Farris et al. (US Pat. 6,151,491). 

Lowrey et al. suggest a wireless control device, 
obviously comprising: 

a motherboard having a data port; a satellite modem; 
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a satellite antenna; network antennas (see also 
Chittipeddi, Figs. 3-5); a GPS IC set; a GPS antenna; an 
OBD-II data bus communicator module; a voltage regulating 
circuit; a motherboard comprises memory and microprocessor; 
and means for decide which network having best 
communication condition (please note that these are 
fundamental device/circuit for wireless communication) . 

Lowrey et al. do not disclose about a roaming module 
connected to said data port or said motherboard. 

However, Farris et al. suggest of using a roaming 
module (see Farris et al., 13:56-66). 

a plurality of IC sets, may including CDMA, TDMA, GSM, 
and analog cellular connected to said network roam module 
(see Chittipeddi, Fig, 2; 4:51-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to implement the 
configuration in the system of Lowrey et al. with Farris et 
al., and Chittipeddi' s disclosure to expand the various 
kinds of signals in communications by automatic conversing 
to the best trans-receiving signals. 

5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over Lowrey et al . (US Pat. 6,611,740), in view of 
Chittipeddi (US Pat. 6,246,325), in view of Farris et al . 
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(US Pat... 6,151,491)., and further in view of Hoffberg -(US ~ 
Pat. 6,429,812) . 

The rationales and references for rejection of claim 1 
are incorporated. 

Lowrey et al., obviously suggest about sensing 
conditions of the vehicle with OBD-II via a gateway (see 
Lowrey et al., 3:14-17, and claim 8). 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over Lowrey et al . (US Pat. 6,611,740), in view of 
Chittipeddi (US Pat. 6,246,325), in view of Farris et al . 
(US Pat. 6,151,491), and further in view of Hoffberg (US 
Pat. 6,429,812) . 

The rationales and references for rejection of claim 2 
are incorporated. 

Lowrey et al., also suggest about sensing conditions 
of the vehicle's mechanical and electrical function with 
OBD-II (see Lowrey et al . , Table 1, 1:10 to 2:67, and 5:10- 
17) . 

Hoffberg further suggests using GPS of 
controlling/guiding, steering, braking, and accelerating a 
vehicle (see Hoffberg, Fig.l, and 20:2-52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to implement the 
configuration in the system of Lowrey et al., Chittipeddi 
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-and-Far-ris ~et al . with -Hof fberg' s disclosure.-for ^commands,. . . 
and controls of a remote vehicle specifically utilizing its 
OBD-II. 

Conclusion 

7. Claims 1-5 are not patentable. 

8. Remark : About carrying forward another's invention — 
Design choice to make integral: there is a requirement that 
the unification or integration involve more than mere 
mechanical skill. In re Murray, 19 CCPA 739, 53 F.2d 541, 
11 USPQ 155; In re Zabel et al . , 38 CCPA 832, 186 F.2d 735, 
88 USPQ 367. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to 
CUONG H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 703-305-4553. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:15am - 3:45pm. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Thomas G. Black 
can be reached on 703-305-8233. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application is assigned is 703- 
305-7687. 
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Information, regarding the status of an application.. may-. - 
be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http: //pair- 
direct .uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 

C*^^*^ CUONG H NGUYEN 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3661 
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